Dear editor,
   I have found that one of the correlation coefficients in table 4 was wrong. The positive correlation coefficient between PM2.5 concentration and surface relative humidity (RH) in December 2017 was miswritten to negative (-0.86). I am convinced that this was only a typing mistake. The numeric value of the correlation coefficient (0.86) was correct, which is positive like the other years. 
[image: ] I sincerely apologize for the inconvenience.
[bookmark: _GoBack] The original data are attached in data.xls file.
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Table 4. SPCCs between the mean PM 5 concentration over the BTH region and key indices in December 2014, December 2015, Dece
ber 2016, and December 2017.

SPCC AANA AANA AANA Visibility Surface wind  Surface TIP ERAPBLH  FNL
Isoo  Isso lwse speed RH anomalies  anomalies ~ PBLH

2014 081> —072° —077°  —076° —036 075" 0.69° —0.65°

2015 053 061 —066°  —0.94° —0.53  092° 0.37 —0.63*  —0.72°

2016 079" —0.62° —0.70° —0.9° —0.522 87> 0.80° —0.63°  —0.70°

017 073b  —033 —058¢  —0.89° 068" =08 068" —073  —0.68"

2 indicates that the SPCC exceeded the 95 % confidence level. ® indicaes that the SPCC excaeded the 99 % confidence level. Synoptic-process correlation
coefficients (SPCCs) were calculated based on the SPM data, ageregated by averaging mean PM; 5 concentrations, all meteorological data, and AANA
indices during each severe haze. non-haze, and non-severe haze episode. The sample sizes in 2014, 2015, 2016, and 2017 were 18, 14, 18, and 15,
respectively. Note that PBLH estimates from the FNL dataset are only available after 2015




